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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This non-final office action is in response to the request for continued 
examination filed 20 December 2005. 

2. Claims 1-28 are pending. Claims 1,8, 15, and 22 are independent claims. 

Information Disclosure Statement 

3. The information disclosure statement (IDS) filed 22 December 2005 fails to 
comply with the provisions of 37 CFR 1.97, 1.98 and MPEP § 609 because the IDS 
identifies an applicant and application number not related to the current application. It 
has been placed in the application file, but the information referred to therein has not 
been considered as to the merits. Applicant is advised that the date of any re- 
submission of any item of information contained in this information disclosure statement 
or the submission of any missing element(s) will be the date of submission for purposes 
of determining compliance with the requirements based on the time of filing the 
statement, including all certification requirements for statements under 37 CFR 1.97(e). 
See MPEP § 609.05(a). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

4. Claims 1-28 remain rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Hyman et al. (USPN 6,772,395 B1— filing date 2/1/2000), hereinafter Hyman. 

As per independent claim 1 , Hyman discloses an extensible method for 
simplifying input provided to a computer program (Hyman discloses a data flow 
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architecture that can modify and simplify data in the Abstract, lines 1-15) comprising: 
creating a framework for a first grammar level (in col. 4, lines 5-15, the use of schemas 
as frameworks in conjunction with the invention is disclosed); performing a first 
transformation of said framework to generate a first set of rules relating to interpretation 
of said first grammar level (transformation in conjunction with the schemas is inherently 
involved with the transformation described in col. 3, lines 20-35); performing a second 
transformation of said framework to generate a first presentation style for said first 
grammar level (transformation in conjunction with an XSL presentation style is 
described in col. 3, lines 20-35); obtaining a user defined input in said first grammar, 
said user defined input conforming to said first set of rules (Hyman describes a 
message bus in col. 3, lines 35-50, which obtains rule-based user input); applying said 
first set of rules and said first presentation style to said user defined input to generate 
an output in a second grammar understood by an application's parser (applying the 
rules and the presentation style occurs in the transformation described by col. 3, lines 
20-35). 

As per dependent claim 2, Hyman describes a method wherein creating a 
framework comprises: creating one or more files having grammar definitions conforming 
to a second set of rules (this limitation corresponds with the XML schemas of col. 4, 
lines 5-15); and transforming said one or more files into said framework using a second 
presentation style conforming to said framework (using the XML schemas is described 
in conjunction with XSL transformation in col. 4, lines 5-15 and col. 3, lines 20-35. 
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As per dependent claim 3, Hyman discloses in element 410 of Figure 4B a first 
transformation with an independent transformation style. Given the prior independent 
styles, this would be a third style. 

As per dependent claim 4, Hyman discloses in element 420 of Figure 4B a 
second transformation with an independent transformation style. Given the prior 
independent styles, this would be a fourth style. 

As per dependent claim 5, Hyman uses XML for the first grammar of said user 
defined input (col. 11, lines 5-15), and XML is extensible. 

As per dependent claim 6, Hyman discloses that the second grammar 
understood by said applications parser is that of XML and XSL, which is inherently 
fixed. 

As per dependent claim 7, Hyman discloses in col. 3, lines 20-35 that the data 
representation language is extensible markup language (XML). 

As per independent claim 8, it is a computer readable medium that is functionally 
similar to the method of claim 1 , and is rejected under similar rationale. 

As per dependent claim 9, it is a computer readable medium that is functionally 
similar to the method of claim 2, and is rejected under similar rationale. 

As per dependent claim 10, it is a computer readable medium that is functionally 
similar to the method of claim 3, and is rejected under similar rationale. 

As per dependent claim 1 1 1 it is a computer readable medium that is functionally 
similar to the method of claim 4, and is rejected under similar rationale. 
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As per dependent claim 12, it is a computer readable medium that is functionally 
similar to the method of claim 5, and is rejected under similar rationale. 

As per dependent claim 13, it is a computer readable medium that is functionally 
similar to the method of claim 6, and is rejected under similar rationale. 

As per dependent claim 14, it is a computer readable medium that is functionally 
similar to the method of claim 7, and is rejected under similar rationale. 

As per independent claim 15, it is a computer readable medium that is 
functionally similar to the method of claim 1, and is rejected under similar rationale. 

As per dependent claim 16, it is a computer readable medium that is functionally 
similar to the method of claim 2, and is rejected under similar rationale. 

As per dependent claim 17, it is a computer readable medium that is functionally 
similar to the method of claim 3, and is rejected under similar rationale. 

As per dependent claim 18, it is a computer readable medium that is functionally 
similar to the method of claim 4, and is rejected under similar rationale. 

As per dependent claim 19, it is a computer readable medium that is functionally 
similar to the method of claim 5, and is rejected under similar rationale. 

As per dependent claim 20, it is a computer readable medium that is functionally 
similar to the method of claim 6, and is rejected under similar rationale. 

As per dependent claim 21, it is a computer readable medium that is functionally 
similar to the method of claim 7 t and is rejected under similar rationale. 

As per independent claim 22, it is a method that is functionally similar to the 
method of claim 1 and is rejected under similar rationale. 
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As per dependent claim 23, it is a method that is functionally similar to the 
method of claim 2 and is rejected under similar rationale. 

As per dependent claim 24, it is a method that is functionally similar to the 
method of claim 3 and is rejected under similar rationale. 

As per dependent claim 25, it is a method that is functionally similar to the 
method of claim 4 and is rejected under similar rationale. 

As per dependent claim 26, it is a method that is functionally similar to the 
method of claim 5 and is rejected under similar rationale. 

As per dependent claim 27, it is a method that is functionally similar to the 
method of claim 6 and is rejected under similar rationale. 

As per dependent claim 28, it is a method that is functionally similar to the 
method of claim 7 and is rejected under similar rationale. 

Response to Arguments 

5. Applicant's arguments filed 20 December 2005 have been fully considered but 
they are not persuasive. 

The applicant argues that Hyman neither teaches nor suggests "performing a first 
transformation of said framework to generate a first set of rules relating to 
interpretation of said first grammar level (page 9)." The examiner respectfully 
disagrees. Hyman discloses a first set of rules relating to interpretation of said first 
grammar level (transformation in conjunction with the schemas is inherently involved 
with the transformation described in col. 3, lines 20-35). Further, Figure 4B shows a 
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first set of rules (getdistinct.xsl) relating to interpretation of the first grammar level 
(records). 

The applicant further argues that Hyman neither teaches nor suggests 
"performing a second transformation of said framework to generate a first 
presentation style for said grammar level (page 9)." The examiner respectfully 
disagrees. Hyman discloses performing a second transformation of said framework to 
generate a first presentation style for said first grammar level (transformation in 
conjunction with an XSL presentation style is described in col. 3, lines 20-35). Further, 
Figure 4B shows a second transformation of the framework to generate a first 
presentation style for the grammar level. Here, the first grammar level (records) has 
initially had the first set of rules (getdistinct.xsl) applied, thus creating output (distinct). 
This output (distinct) then has a second transformation applied (process. xsl) to generate 
a presentation tree (shown in Figure 4D). 



Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Kyle R. Stork whose telephone number is (571 ) 272- 
4130. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday (8:00-4:30). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Stephen Hong can be reached on (571 ) 272-4124. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 

Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 

published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 

Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 

For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 

you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 

Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

Kyle Stork 
Patent Examiner 
Art Unit 2178 
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